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9 I do not, however, feel by anj* means invitj&l to
consider ' the religious difficulty' by the success which
has attended the efforts made by others to mnove it.
I find that while, on the one hand, the thoughtful and
conscientious men who have in a special manner con-
sidered the difficulty have been (in relation at least to
revealed religion) at issue amongst each other, their
views have not, on the other hand, been found accept-
able even by a few amongst their readers. I doubt
almost, when I judge from the comments which have
been made on this part of the works of Chalmers,
Whewell, Brewster, and others, whether a single
reader of those works has found the religious views of
any one of their authors congenial with his own.

It is specially noteworthy that even where, as in
the case of Brewster and Chalmers, two writers adopt
the same view of the general question of other
worlds, they yet hold altogether different views as
to the bearing of that question upon the subject of
religion.

It is very doubtful, therefore, whether it is a wise
thing, whether it is conducive to the purpose of any
one thus conscientiously discussing the religious aspect
of our question, to present his own personal views
on the subject of revealed religion. If I thought
otherwise, I should not shrink from the task of indi-
cating the sufficiently definite views which I entertain
myself upon this subject. But I apprehend that, apart
from the consideration that the reader must be wholly
indifferent about them, my indicating them would have